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I. 


AN EXTRACT of the Reflexions of Fa- 
ther deMourgues,a Fefuit, upon theDifputes 
of the Fathers with the Heathen Philofo- 
phers : With the Plan of a Work ready for 
the Prefs ,. wherein he explains the Theolo- 
gical Syftem of the Heathen Philofophers, 
and the Philofophical Syftem of the Fa- 
thers. 


Chriftiax Morality, and that of the Heathen Philofo- 

phers, fuch as it is to be found in Epiffetus ,defign’d 

to goon withit. A Tranflation of the Twelve 
Difcourfes of Theodoret againft the Greeks , entitl’d Thera- 
peutice, appear'd to him an eafy way of continuing the Pa- 
rallel; and therefore he tranflated that Work. But per- 
ceiving that this Father is full of the Philofophy and 
Theology of the Greeks, and that he only touches upon 
feveral Subjeé&ts, which want to be explain’d , tho’ they 
were well underftood in his time , he thought it neceffa- 
ry to add many Notes to his Tranflation. Thofe Notes 
increafed infenfibly to fuch a Bulk, that they proved larger 
than the Text. hereupon the Author form’'d another 
Defign: He put thofe Obfervations in Order, and joyn’d 
together thofe that concern’d the fame Subjects, being 
fenfible that fomething might refult from it , that would 
be more acceptable to the Publick , than Notes without 
any Coherence. The Matter he had in his Hands, ena- 
bled him to formT wo Plans, a Theological and a Philofophical 
One, both of’em defign’d to clear the Therapeutice of Theo- 
doret, and, in general , the Polemical Works of the Fa. 
thers againft the Heathens. He obferved that Theodorer, 
being the Jaft Father who writ in that way , abridg’d in 
thofe Twelve Difcourfes whatever had appear'd til] then 
relating to thofe Controverfies ; and that therefore the 
clearing of the Therapeutice wou'd give a great Light to 
thofe Difputes. 

Our Author fays this excellent Abridgment of 
Theodoret fhou'd be placed next to the Two Plans, aboye- 
meation’d ; buthe rather chufes to place it after the The- 
clogical Plan in a Second Volume, that the Readers may 
fee how far it has been clear'd by that Work, and that the 
few Obfcurities that will remain , may raife in them a 
defire to fee the Philofophical Scheme, 


| ee de Mourgues, having writ a Parallel between the 


THE Author makes, in the next place, fome Reflexi- 
ons upon the Polemical Works of the Fathers againft the 
Heathens. He thinks they are the moit elaborate Pieces 
of thofe haly Men, wherein they difcover their Wit and 
Eloquence with the greateft Brightnefs. Two Sets of 
Chriftian Orators and Eminent Doétors have diftinguith'd 
themfelves in thofe Controverfies. Among the Greeks, 
St. Jujtin, Athenagoras, Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, Eufe- 
bius Bifhop of Cefarea, St. Gregory Nazianzen, St. Cyril of 
Alexandria, and Theodoret. Among the Latins, Minutius 
Felix, Tertullian, Arnobius, Lafantius, and Sc. Auguftin. 

A General War of Religion divided the World into 
Two Parties, vix. Chriftianity and Paganifin. The won- 
derful Revolution, which happen‘d in Favour of the Chri- 
ftian Religion, began with , and was carried on amon 
the People: The Learned, fond of a worldly Witdom, 
oppofed the Spirit of God, rejected Miracles , and per- 
fifted in their Unbelief. It was no eafy Undertaking to 
bring over to the Chriftian Faith the Learned Part ot the 
World. Thofe Unbelievers could not be converted but 
by Reafon and Demonftration. Their Syftem, tho’ very 
unreafonable, cou’d not be eafily overthrown ; for in point 
of Religion, thofe things that are moft contrary to Rea. 
fon, are maintain’d with the greateft Zeal , becaufe they 
are accounted great Myfteries. Befides , the moft judici- 
ous Heathens torfook part of their Old Syftem, in hopes 
that the remaining Part wou'd be defended with greater 
Advantage. The Fathers attack’d them in all their En- 
trenchments, and obtain’da compleat Victory. —_. 

Their Method in difputing with the Philofophers con- 
fifts of Three Articles. In the firft Place , they fet forth 
the Religion of the People, both as to the Theory and 
Praétice. Secondly , they i mr the Religion of the 
Philofophers : And Thirdly, the Chriftian Religion, The 
Polemical Works of the Fathers are commonly divided 
into thofe Three Things; and their Defign wasto reclaim 
the People from their Errors, by the Authority of the 
Philofophers, which they acknowledged ; and to confute 
the falfe Doftrines of the Philofophers by the Authority 
of the Prophets, from whom they had their beft Notions, 
as the Fathers.conftantly affirm. — 

Such was the Plan of thofe ancient Controverfies , 
wherein the illuftrious Defenders of the Church proved 
fo fuccefsful. Which gives the Author Occafion to ob- 
ferve, That the Fathers,according to this Scheme,were ob. 
liged to exprefs fume Efteem for the moft celebrated Phi- 
lofophers, when compared with the reft of the Heathen 
World. He informs us that he will have frequent Occa- 
fion to clear rhe Fathers of a falfe Platonifm, which fome 
afcribe tothem, He thinks the Work he defigns to pub. 
lith, is more neceffary chan he could with, by Reafon of 
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: new Licence, which cannot proceed from a Religious, 
cr an Honeft Motive. “ How undecently, fays he, do 
* fome Northern Writers fpeak of thofe great Lights of 
<< the Church! How comes it to pafs that whilft they are 
“ reproved and cenfured for their Boldnefs by the Wife 
“ and Learned Men of their own Country, they meet 
‘“ withfome indulgent Readers among us? Can any one 
“ have true Principles of Religion, who believes that the 
“Channels of Tradition are not free from the Dregs of Pa- 
‘© ganifm? Isit proper for Chriftians to infinuate that the 
“ ‘Vanquifhers of Idolatry did not deferve to have that 

Glory ? What will they fubfticute in the room of that 

Merit, which they affect to extenuate? ... Can one 

read without Indignation the Declamations of thofe 

Writers, Yupported by fome wretched Criticifms , 
‘« whereby they endeavour to leffen our Efteem and Vene- 
“¢ ration for the Fathers ? What a ftrange, Method to get 
“ aName! 

T HE Author proceeds, in the next Place, to give us 
his Thoughts about the Works that are extant concern- 
ing the Theology of the Heathen Philofophers. 

Plate and Ariforle, fayshe, afford us the moft extenfive 
Knowledge of the Ancient Philofophy, being the only 
Ancient Philofophers that are known by their ownWorks ; 
for the few Fragments of Ocelus , who lived before 
them, are inconfiderable. The Subftance of Pythagoras’s 

Doétrine, isto be found in hisVeifes and Symbols. Ge- 
nerally {peaking, we have only an hiftorical Knowledge of 
the Opinions of the ancient Philofophers, in Cicero, Plu- 
tarch, and fome others, efpecially in Diogenes Laertius,who 
is the beft Author upon that Subje&, 

Philo, who is as much a Philofopher as a Jew, will intro- 
duce a Reader into, the Knowledge of the Pythagorean Do- 
rine, for he treads in Plato’s Steps : Pythagorifm and Pla- 
tonifm, fays our Author, are the fame thing. 

Plutarch difcovers a great Knowledge of the Ancient 
Philofophy ; but he is not fo good a Guide as fome others, 
Sextus Empiricus attacks all the Opinions of the Dogma- 
tifts ; and becaufe he gives a clear Account of their Do- 
étrine, before he confutes it, his Method is of great ufe 
tothe Reader. Plotinus is an Author, who ought to be 
read often , till the Reading of his Works affords fome 
Pleafure; and then he will fill the Mind of the Reader 
with a fublime Knowledge of the moft refined Philofophy. 
‘The Fathers, who lived after him, had an Efteem for him, 
and oppofed his Doctrine to the grofs Paganifm. Porphyry, 
in his Four Books concerning Abftinence, thews himfelf 
a worthy Defender of Plato's and Pythagoras’s Dottrine, 
as wellas Jamblichus inthe Life of the latter , and in the 
Exhortation to Philotophy : But he appears no le{s Super- 
ftitious than the People, in his Book of Myfteries. e 
have two Abridgments of Plato’s Philofophy, written by 
Alcinous and Saluftius, that ace very confiderable. Hierocles, 
in his Commentary upon the Golden Verfes, fet many of 
thofe Ancient Dottrines in a clear Light. Some Greek 
Commentators of Plato and Ariftotle , fuch as Alexander 
Apbrodifienfis, and Proclus, underftood and explain’d the 
Ancient Philofophy better than the Modern Commenta- 
tors, 

As for the Latins, Cicero and Seneca, and even Virgil and 
Ovid, thew that the Ingenious Perfons of Jtaly had ftill in 
their Time an Efteem for the Pythagorean Philofophy. - 
puleius and Macrebius have fome Patiages in their Works, 
that are worthy of the Ashenian Philofophers. 

The Chriftian Writers give usa great Infight into thofe 


ancient Syftems. ‘Ihe Fathers were skill’d in the Anci- 
ent Philofophy , and never condemn’d any Part of ir, 


without Know cdge: Qur Author is fo fully perfuaded 
of St, Auguftin’s bility in that refpe& , that he thinks 
his Philofophical Works fufficient to give us a Compleat 
Notion of the Greck Philofophy ; and that thofe, who 
have not read them, cannot have a true Idea of his great 
Merit. 

Father de Mourgues informs us of the Reafonthat moved 
him to make a particular Enquiry into the Pythagorean 
Philofophy. “Tis becaufe he believes the Do&rine of Py- 
thagoras isthe primitive Theology and Philofophy of the 
Ancients, and makes the moft Effential Part of the Do- 
&rine of other Sefts, which, if compared with the Py- 
thagorean, are like fo many Herefies with Refpe& to a Re- 
ligion, or like feveral Diale&ts with Refpe& to an Origi- 
nal Language. All the Learned in Greece acknowledged 
Pythagoras to be their Mafter. His Theology was altered 
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by the feveral Se&ts, that appear’d after Plato: The Ap. 
thor will take notice of thofe Alterations. Here follows 
the Plan of the Work, wherein he explains the Theologi. 
cal Syftem of the Heathen Philofophers. 
“The FirftVolume, fays he, is divided into Five Artj. 
cles. 1. Thefirit Article treats of the Supreme Gog 
“ in two Letters. 2. The fecond, cfthe Platonick Trinity, 
in two other Letters ; witha third Letter concernip 
the State of Souls in another Life, according to the 
Heathen Philofophers ; concerning their Notion of a 
Judgment of the Dead , and the Tranfmigration of 
Souls. 3. The third Article contains an Explication 
of the DoStrine of the Philofophers, the People, and 
the Poets, about the Inferior Gods, in Three Letters 
One of ’em concerns the vifible Gods, that is , the 
World and the Stars ; the fecond, the Invifible Gods 
that is, the Genii of feveral Orders ¢ the third, the My. 
thological Deities, which the Philofophers underftood 
allegorically. 4. The Fourth Artiele, relating to the 
Idolatrous Worthip, is contain’d in Two Letters: the 
one treats of the Theorical Part of that Worthip, that 
is, of the pretended Habitation of the Genii in Idols by 
the Operation of a falfe 7heurgy , or rather Magick ; 
The fecond runs upon the Praétical Pare of that Wor. 
fhip , fuch as Sacrifices, Divination, and Feftivals, 
s. The laft Article is comprehended in one Letter con. 
cerning the Heathen Atheitts. 
** The Tranflation of Theodores’s Therapeutice, and two 
Apologetical Differtations for that Learned Father 
again{ft Archbifhop Ujber and Van Dale , will fill up the 
Second Volume. 
“* The Second Work, wherein the Philofophical Syftem 
will be explain’d, is not lefs neceflary than the Firft,to 
facilitate the reading of the Fathers ; nor is it lefs curi- 
ous. The Numbers of Pythagoras , and Plato's Ideas, 
are judicious, folid, reafonable and fublime Things - 
They contain a noble Senfe, which is hardly known to 
any Body, as it was to St, Auguftin and the Re Fathers. 
I fhall clear that Senfe, and the other Philofophical Do. 
&rines, in fuch a manner as to give the Readers a true 
Notion of thofe Ancient Syftems.. The Schifms of 
the Difciples of Pythagoras, the Succeffion of the Ma- 
fters in each Se&, and the Doétrines about which they 
were divided, are carefully treated of ; and I think § 
am able to fhew,that the Modern Philofophers, whom I 
did once fo much admire, have entirely miftaken the 
Object of Philofophy. This Second Work is written by 
“way of Dialogue. The laft Dialogue concerns the Ufé the 
“ Fathers made of the Philofophy of the Heathens, and 
“ the famous Queftion, Whether it be true that they 
 preferr’d Platonifm to all other Se&s. ; 
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II. 


ECLAIRCISSEMEN 'S fur les 
Conjeftures Phyfiques , par Nicolas 
Hartfoeker. A Amfterdam, chez Pierre 
Humbert, Libraire dans le Kalverftraat. 
1710. 

That is, An <Anfwer to feveral Objections 
againft M. Hartfoeker’s Conjectures about 
Natural Philofophy. By the fame Author. 
Amfterdam 1710. in 4to. pagg. 189. 


EVERAL Perfons , diftinguifh’d by their Learn- 

ing , having raifed many ObjeGions againft a Book 

of M. Hartfocker, éntitled Conjeffures Phyfiques ; the 

Learned Author has thought fit to publith rhe Difficulties 

propofed to him, with his Anfwers. We fhall give fome 
Examples of both. 


OBJECTION. In favour of Defcartes’s Dofrine. 
Pray, how come you to be fo angry with Defcarres , and 
the Cartefians? You make it your Bufinefs to reflett up- 
on them on all Occafions...... If Defcartes wa’ 
forhetimes miftaken in his Conjeftures , for want of ne- 
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ceffary Experiments ; he has at leaft put us in the way 
of arguing right abour Thiogs relating to Natural Philo- 
jophy. ‘tis he, who banith’d from that Science the ob- 
{eure and barbarous Terms of the Ancients: ’Tis he, 
who taught us how to explain all the Phencmena of Nature 
by the Laws of Mechanifin : Laftly, 'Tis he, who ena- 
bled us to account for the Animal Oeconomy , without 
having recourfe to the Vegetative Soul of the Ancients, 
and a Thouland fuch Chimera’s that are to be found in 
their Books, ce. 


In Anfwer to this ObjeStion, M. Hartfocker fays, That 
Defcartes was certainly one of the beft Geometricians in 
his Time; bue that h- was far from Excelling in Vhilo- 
fophy , as he excell’d in Geometry, whatever his Admi- 
rers may tay to the contrary : They praife him exceffive- 
ly , withour taking notice of Chancellor Bacon, Galilaeus, 
and Gaffindus, of whom we have learnd a great deal more 
than of him. As for his Metaphyficks , adds M. Hartfoe- 
ker, they are very imperfect, IJchink , fays Defcartes ; 
therefore I am: This is the Foundation of his new Build- 
ing. But is there any Man in his Senfes, that can doubt 
of fuch a plain Trath ? For, when I fay J think , I fup- 
pofe my own Exitlence ; becaufe Thinking is Acting,and 
none can act without Exifting: Befides, This Propofition, 
I think, being equivalent with this, J am thinking; to fay 
I think, therefore Lam, is the fame as if one fhould fay , / 
am, therefore I am; which is a moft vicious Circle. 

The Author makes feveral other Reflexions upon this, 
and then proceeds toexamine Defcartes’s Argument for the 
Exiitence of God ; viz. A Being that is moft perfe exifts : 
God is a moft perf.& Being ; therefore God exifts. He main- 
tains, that a Being implying its Exittence, without which 
it wou'd not be a Being 5 To fay, 4 Being that is moft per- 

L& exifts, &c, is the fame as if one fhould fay, Whatever 
exifis, exifts: But God exifts ; thercfore God exifts. 

M. Hartfoeker proceeds to Defcartes’s Phyficks, and ex- 
amines thefe Two Propofitions. 1. That the Effence of 
Matter confifts only in Extenfion. 2. That there is at all 
times the fame Quantity of Motion in the World. Two 
Errors, fays he , which have oceafion'd most of thofe, that are 
ro be found in the Works of Defcartes , ‘‘ and. wherewith 
“« being puzzled at every turn, he found himfelf neceffi- 
“* cared ro make a Thouland precarious Suppofitions, and 
“to mulciply his Errors, Forinftance, when he wants 
‘‘ hard Bodies, and cannot be without ’em ; he fays, that 
** their Hardnefs proceeds from their being at Reft ; and 
** then he gives us Seven Laws of Motion, whereof the 
‘* Pirft, rhe Second, the Third and the Sixth are alcoge- 
“ ther falfe, the Fourth impertinent, the Fifth crue, and 
*“ the Seventh, which he, divides into Two Members, 
“* partly true and partly falfe. 

Omitting what M. Hartfoeker adds upon this Subject, 
we fhall only obferve what he fays, That if Defcartes finds 
fault with the Peripateticks for ufing many obfcure and 
barbarous Terms, ‘* he pays them in the fame Coin; 
** when in Order to refolve fome Difficulties, he calls to 
‘* his Affiftance his Materia Subtilis , his Particule Striate, 
* his different Moulds for all forts of Bodies of his new- 
‘“‘ fangled Matter, and a Thouland fuch Things, little 
“* bercer than the barbarous Terms of the 4ristotelicians. 
“ and a mere pompous Nonfenfe , to conceal a proud 
*© Ignorance. 

In the next place, our Author examines De/fcartes’s O- 
pinion concerning the Souls of Beafts, which he looks 
upon as the moft abfurd in the Syftem of that Philofo- 
pher. Whoever believes that Beafts are mere Machines, 
cannot be fure that all Men, befides himfelf, are nor fo 
roo. M. Hartfoeker adds, that he will not compile what 
is to be found in feveral Writers concerning the Induftry 
of Beafts: For Example, how Two or Three Hundred 
Cafto:s work in Concert on their Pond and Cottages ; 
with what induftry Bees make their Hives, and Ants 
their fubterrancous Works ; how cunningly Spiders catch 
Flies, Oc. But he will only tell Two or Three Stories, 
that are come to his Knowledge, and of which he is ve- 
ry fure. 

* A Dog, fays he, being ufed to go to Charenton every 
** Sunday with his Mafter, who went thither to Church, 
“ was one Day left at Home: He was not well pleafed 
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with it ; but doubrlefs fancying, as one may judge by 
“* what he did afterwards, that his Mafter would leave 
‘* him no more at Home, he t60k Patience. But becaufe 
the next Sunday he was fhut up again, he took his 
‘* Meafures fo well that they could not catch him a third 
time. He fet out from Pars upon a Saturday, to go 
‘ to Charenten , where his Matter found him at his Arri- 
** val, and was told that he came thither the Day before 
in the Evening. Could a Man argue better, fays M. 
‘“* Hartfoeker ? If I ftay till Tomorrow, faid the Dog 
within himfelf, I thall certainly be fhut up, as I have 
already beentwice : My beft way then is co fet out the 
** Day before. 

That Dog therefore could tell the Days; will fome 
fay. Without doubt; and ‘tis no extraordinary thing, 
fince there are a Thoufand Inftances of it. Some Dogs 
in the Neighbourhood of a Town, never fail to repair to 
it ona Meshes, Day, to get fomething. Thofe, that curm 
a Spit in the Houfes of Roman Catholicks, can very well 
diftinguith a Fifh-Day from a Fleth-Day ; and can hard- 
ly be brought to turn it on a Fifh-Day, as if they were 
not bound to doit. ‘‘ I fawa Dog, fays M. Hartfocker, 
“* who fafted every Sunday till Four a Clock ; and ‘twas 
impoffible to make him eat any thing; becaufe a Per. 
fon, who never fail’'d to come to that Houfe about 
that time, when Church was done, brought him his 
“ Belly full of blanch’d Almonds, which he loved above 
all Things. He would not fpoil his Stomach, by eat 
ing fomething elfe. 

Can thefe Fatts, fays the Author , be accounted for, 
without granting that thofe Animals have a Soul, which 
reflects upon her A&tions, remembers Things paft, forea 


fees Things to come, compares Ideas, and draws Infe~ 
rences from them? 


OBJECTION. 7o shew that the Noife of Bells may 
drive away the Thunder. M. Hartfoeker believes "tis a Mi« 
ftake, to fancy that the Noife of Bells can drive away the 
Thunder and Storms. Yet M. Parent fays in the Hiftory 
of the Royal Academy of Sciences, for the Year 1703. 
pag 19. that the Inhabitants of Jliers having Recourfe to 
their Bells, avoided a great Storm, wherewith they were 
threatned. He relates the thing in the following manner, .. 
On the 17th of May, a _— ious Quantity of Hail fell 
about Jliers in Perche. The rallet Hail-ftones were as 
big as Walnuts; the middle ones, as big as Hen-Eggs, 
and the others equall’d.the Bignefs of one’s Fift.. The 
latter weigh’d Three Quarters of a Pound. They lay 
in many places a Foot chick. The Corn of Thirty Pas 
rifhes was cut down, as if it had been mowed. The In« 
habitants ‘of Jhers had recourfe to their Bells, which they 
rung fo ftoutly, that the Cloud broke over their Pa. 
rifh, and was divided into two Parts, each of which 
went off ; infomuch that this Parifh, fituated in the 
Middle of Thirty others, that had not fo good Bells, 
was very little damaged. 


ANSWER. “ When Bells are rung, they ftrike 
“ thofe Spheres of Air, that are near them: Thofe 
“* Spheres ftrike others, and immediately remain at Reft = 
“The laft Spheres ftrike others in the fame manner, 
“ and fo on: So that the Motiomexcited in the Air by 
“ the Noife of fome Bells, is not very confiderable.’ 
“ That Noife, inftead of producing a Motion, whereby 
“ the Air is removed from one place to another, pro 
“« duces onlya Trembling, or a kind of ndulation. EI 
 caufed fome Bells, that were perhaps iatgnr than thofe 
‘* of Iliers, to be rung in a very calm Weather; and a 
“ Sheet of Paper, hanged on a {mall Thread about Eight 
“ or Fa Foot from the Bells, did not move in the 
* Jealt. 


There are in M. pag gp Book many ObjeGions 
and Anfwers relating to the Load-ftone, Liem prings, 
Metals, the Vegetation of Plants, Oc. which will be 
better underftood in che Author than in an Extraa. 


ll. EUCLI 
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EUCLIDES REFORMATUS, 
five plana & folida Geometrix klementa. 
Autore ANGELO DE Marchettis, 
Regia ,Celfitudinis Ferdinandi Hetrurix 
Principis Mathematico, ac in Pifana U- 
niverfitate Scientiarum Mechanicarum 
Profeflore. Liburni, apud Jacobum 
Valfis. 1709. 

That is, Euclid Reform’d, or the Elements 
of Plane and Solid Geometry , by Angelo 
de Marchetti, Mathematician of his Royal 
Highnefs Ferdinand Prince of Tofcany, 
and Profefor of Mechanicks in the Uni- 
verfity of Pifa. Leghorn, 1709, z# ato. 


pagg. 264. 


HE Author publifh’d feveral Years ago a New Me- 
T thod of demonftrating the Do&rine of Proportions ; 


‘ng that his Performance was well approv'd by 
rae ‘need Men , he refolved to tranflate that Book 
out of Italian into Latin, for the Ufe of Foreigners, and 


to give at the fame time a new Edition of Euclid, after 4 
new Method. He has changed feveral Theorems into 
Axioms, and feveral Problems into Pofulata , becaufe he 
thought it needief{s to demonftrate thofe Propofitions, 
fince they are evident by their Definitions. He has added 
fome fewPropofitions,not to be found inZuclid,either be. 
caufe they afford eafier Demonftrations,or becaufe they are 
neceflary to underftand the other Parts of the Mathema. 
ticks. On the contrary, he has left out thofe, that don’e 
feem to be neceffary for Beginners. Thus he has alter’d 
the Order of Euclid; but he took Care to infert in the 
Margin the Propofitions of that Author, which anfwer 
thofe chat have been put in their room. In the Second 
Book,he explains the Third Book of Euclid. In the Third 
he expounds the Doétrine of Proportions. In the Fourth. 
he treats of the Proportion of Figures. In the Fifth, he 
confiders the Figures infcribed in, or circumfcribed about 
a Circle, and at the fame time gives, as it were , Ocular 
Demontftrations of the Propofitions contain’d in the Sea 
cond Book of Euclid, and fhews, out of the Thirteenrh 
Book of that Author, what Rat/o the Sides of Regular 
Figures have to the Diameter of the Circle, in which 
they are infcribed. Inthe Seventh Book, he proceeds to 
the Geometry of Solids, contain’d in the Eleventh and 
Twelfth Books of Euclid. He has wholly left out what 
Euclid fays of the Properties of Numbers in the VII, 
VIII, and 1X Books, and what he teaches in the Xth con- 
cerning the Regular Bodies infcribed in, or circumfcribed 
about a Sphere , becaufe they did not appear to him of 
any great Ufe to underftand Things of greater Mo. 
ment. 








BRESLAW. 


HE Hiftory of the Difeafes, which raged here in the 
Year +792, is lately come out, 

Hifloria morborum, qui anno MDCCIL. Uratiflavie graffa- 
ti fumt, ‘a Collegio Academie Leopoldine Nature Curioforum 
Uratifiavienfi iwlucem edita, Uratiflavie & Lipfia, fumpti 
bus Chriftiani Bauchii, 1710, in 460. 


FRANC FORT. 


A New-Edition of the Poet Juvencus has been lately 
printed , with the Notes of feveral Learned 
Men. 'y | 
G.\Vetti Aquilini Juvenci, Hifpani Presbyteri , Hiftorie 
Evangelit# Libri Ill. cum Notis integris Georgit Matthia 
Koenigit, Magni Danielis Omeifii’, © Chriftiani Schoettgenii ; 
itemaue Jodeci Badii Afeenfii,. Georgii Fabricii , aliorumque 
felethioribus! » Erhardus Reufch recenfuit, G* Memoriam Omei~ 
fianam cum duobas. Indicibus. adjecit,. Francofurti & Lipfia, 
apud Wolfgangum Michahelles, Bibl. Norimb. 1710. in 8v0. 
agg. §92. ; 
: T lie Notes publith’d upon this Author, contain many 
Philological: Obfervations, and feveral Remarks , where- 
by the New Teftament may be illuftrated. Thefe Words 
are to berfound in fome MSS. of St. Marthew’s Gofpel, 
after the’ 28th Verfe of the XXth Chapter : ‘Tues 3 Cie 
rere bu pane’ alubires 0 em veiCovG tradov t), &e. Ie 
appears, that Fuvencus read thofe Words in his MS. which 
he renders thus : ) 


At wos en variates opibus tranfcendere vultis, 
Et fied fummis lapfi comprenditis imos. 


L wom ey: 0 R'E N’C-E. 


HE Abbor Salvuini is writing the Hiftory of the 
Academy deda Crufca. 


PARTS. 


pD*® Chauvin, one of the King’s Phyficians in ordinary, 

has printed a Letter, wherein he pretends to thew, 
that the Pevérs, call’d Malignant , which have raged in 
the Kingdom within this Year, have all been of the fame 
Nature. He does not believethey are Contagious in them. 


felves, and afcribes the great Havock they make in fome 
Places, to the little Care that is taken of fick People, and 
to an Impreflion of Terror, which difpofes the Blood of 
other Inhabitants to receive more eafily the Ferment or 
the peculiar Caufe of thofe Difeafes. Thar Ferment, 
fays he, confifts in an Acid , very much fixed and folid, 





_and confequently very proper to coagulate the Blood, the 


Lympha, and even the Nervous Juice, if there isany.Nay, 
that Acid is of fuch a Nature asto produce this effect in the 
Head rather than in ary other part, which occafionsInflam- 
mations, that turn into an Abicefs, dc. Upon this Prin- 
ciple, he obferves the following Method for the Cure of 
thofe Difeafes. In order to fecure the Head, the Sick 
Perfor isto be let Blood twice during the firft Twelve 
Hours, once inthe Arm, and once inthe Foot, or once 
in the Jugular Vein ; and then he prefcribes the pure E- 
metick, without any Mixture of a Purge. The Slownefs 
of the Pulfe , fays he, does not hinder him from ufing 
that Remedy at firft. Afterwards he makes it his Bufinets 
to deftroy the fuppofed Coagulated Ferment. To thar 
end, he applies fome Blifters upon the Calf of the Leg ; 
and then gives the Sick Perfon Two Glafles of a very 
watery Juice of Herbs , between each Broth taken every 
Four Hours. 

Such is Dr. Chauvin's Pra&tice. What remains to be 
known, is the Compofition of his Juice of Herbs, which 
he has willingly imparted to the Publick. “ Thofe Jui- 
** ces of Herbs, fays he, prepar’d by Decoé&ion, and well 
clarified , are made with White Succory, Chervis, Ri- 
ver-Crefles, Fumitory, Wormwood and Quinquina... . 
I make thofe Juices more effectual, by determining them 
to att by Tranfpiration and Stools. To thar end , one 
muft prepare Two Pints every time: In one of ’em 
I diflolve half a Dram of Armoniack Sale refined ; and » 
in the other, about Four or Six Grains of foluble Eme- 
tick. The Sick Perfon, in the interval of esch Broth, 
takes by turns a Glafs of each of thofe two Juices, till 
the fufpefted Accidents be over. This Difeafe being 
‘ continually attended with new Accidents, ’tis the part 
‘ ofa Phyfician to know them, and to vf fuch Remedies 
“as he thinks moft effectual, having always an Eye upon 

the Caufe of the IlInefs. - 


O:T:R:2.C Hf. 
Reland, Vrofeffor of this Univerfiry, defigns to 
| e write a Commentary upon thofe Paflages of Fo- 
fephus, that relate to Geography. 
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